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STATUS OFrT.AlTtfg 
Claims 1 -2 1 stand finally rejected and are being appealed herein. 

STATUS OF AMENDMENTS 

No amendments have been filed subsequent to the final rejection mailed on November 2, 



2005. 



SUMMARY OF CLAIMED SUBJECT MATTER 

Claim 1: 

Claim 1 is drawn to an apparatus, for use in a broadcast facility, for inserting new data 
packets into an incoming digital video transport stream containing a plurality of original data 
packets. The apparatus comprises: 

an input buffer (reference characters 310 and 311 in FIGURE 3) capable of storing 
said original data packets (reference characters 201-211) of said incoming digital video 
transport stream (reference character 200 in FIGURE 2); and 

Specification: page 16, lines g-U; pag e 17, lines 1-4; and page 12, line 19 through page 13, 
line 10. 

a video processor (reference character 320) capable of retrieving said stored original 
data packets from said input buffer and determimng from said original data packets N data 
frequencies associated with N most recently received ones of said plurality of original data 
packets, wherein said video processor estimates from said N data frequencies an estimated data 
frequency of a plurality of next incoming original data packets and uses said estimated data 
frequency to determine an insertion rate at which said new data packets (reference characters 
251-254 in FIGURE 2B) may be inserted into said plurality of next incoming original data 
packets, 

Specification: page 14, line 17 through page 16, line 3; page 16, lines 8-18; page 17, lines 4- 
17; and page 18, line 2 through page 21, line 22. 
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Claim 8: 

Claim 8 is drawn to a method for inserting new data packets into an incoming digital 
video transport stream containing a plurality of original data packets. The method comprises the 
steps of: 

storing the original data packets (reference characters 201-211) of the incoming 
digital video stream (reference character 200 in FIGURE 2); 
Specification: page 17, lines l-4j page 12, line 19 through page 13, line 10. 

retrieving the stored original data packets; 
Specification: page 17, lines 4-6. 

determining from the original data packets N data frequencies associated with N 
most recently received ones of the plurality of original data packets; 
Specification: page 17, lines 6-11; and page 14, line 22 through page 16, line 3. 

estimating from the N data frequencies an estimated data frequency of a plurality 
of next incoming original data packets; and 
Specification: page 18, line 2 through page 21, line 22. 

using the estimated data frequency to determine an insertion rate at which the new 
data packets (reference characters 251-254 in FIGURE 2B) may be inserted into the plurality 
of next incoming original data packets. 
Specification: page 17, lines 12-16. 

Claim 15: 

Claim 15 is drawn to a television broadcasting system (reference character 100 in 
FIGURE 1). The system comprises: 



a plurality of network video sources (reference characters 121, 122, 123 
FIGURE 1), each of said plurality of network video sources capable of transmitting at least 

3 



in 

one 
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digital video transport stream to another facility (reference character 110 in FIGURE 1) in said 
television broadcast system; and 
Specification: page 10> lines 10-14, 

a plurality of broadcast facilities (reference character 110 in FIGURE 1), each 
of said plurality of broadcast facilities comprising an apparatus for inserting new data packets 
(reference characters 251-254 in FIGURE 2B) into a received one (reference character 200 
in FIGURE 2 A) of said at least one digital video transport stream containing a plurality of 
original data packets (reference characters 201-211 in FIGURE 2A) f said apparatus 
comprising: 

Specification; page 12, line 19 through page 13, line 10; 

an input buffer (reference characters 310 and 311 in FIGURE 3) 
capable of storing said original data packets of said received digital video transport stream; and 
Specification: page 16, lines 8-11; and page 17, lines 1-4. 

a video processor (reference character 320) capable of retrieving said 
stored original data packets from said input buffer and determining from said original data 
packets N data frequencies associated with N most recently received ones of said plurality of 
original data packets, wherein said video processor estimates from said N data frequencies an 
estimated data frequency of a plurality of next incoming original data packets and uses said 
estimated data frequency to determine an insertion rate at which said new data packets may be 
inserted into said plurality of next incoming original data packets. 

Specification: page 14, line 17 through page 16, line 3; page 16, lines 8-18; page 17, lines 4- 
17; and page 18, line,2 through page 21, line 22. 
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GROUNDS OF REJECTION TO BE REVIEWED ON APPEAL 
There are five grounds of rejection presented for review: 

L Whether claims 1-6 and 8-13 are unpatentable under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) over U.S.. Patent 
Publication 2002/00641 77 to Bertram et al. (Bertram) and U.S. Patent 6,219,358 to Pinder et al. 
(Pinder). 

II. Whether claim 7 is unpatentable under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) over Bertram and Pinder and 
further in view of U.S. Patent 6,820, 1 28 to Firoiu. 

HI. Whether claim 14 is unpatentable under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) over Bertram and Pinder 
and further in view of Firoiu. 

IV. Whether claims 15-20 are unpatentable under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) over Bertram and 
U.S. Patent 6,473,858 to Shimomura and in view of Pinder. 

V. Whether claim 21 is unpatentable under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) over Bertram and 
Shimomura in view of Pinder and further in view of Firoiu. 



ARGUMENT 

I. REJECTION OF CLAIMS 1-6 AND 8-13 UNDER 35 U.S.C. 1 03f a ) 
The first ground of rejection presented for review is whether claims 1-6 and 8-13 are 

unpatentable under 35 U.S.C 103(a) over Bertram and Pinder. 

Independent claim 1 recites an apparatus for inserting new data packets into an incoming 

digital video transport stream containing a plurality of original data packets. Claim 1 calls for, 

inter alia, 

a video processor capable of retrieving said stored original data 
packets from said input buffer and deteimining from said original 
data packets N data frequencies associated with N most recently 
received ones of said plurality of original data packets, wherein 
said video processor estimates from said N data frequencies an 
estimated data frequency of a plurality of next incoming original 
data packets and uses said estimated data frequency to determine 
an insertion rate at which said new data packets may be inserted 
into said plurality of next incoming original data packets. 

5 
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Independent claim 8 recites a method for inserting new data packets into an incoming 

digital video transport stream containing original data packets. Claim 8 calls for, inter alia, 

determining from the original data packets N data frequencies 
associated with N most recently received ones of the plurality of 
original data packets; 

estimating from the N data frequenci es an estimated data 
frequency of a plurality of next incoming original data packets; and 

using the estimated data frequency to determine an insertion rate at 
which the new data packets may be inserted into the plurality of 
next incoming original data packets, 

A claimed invention is prima facie obvious when three basic criteria are met. First, there 
must be some suggestion or motivation, either in the references themselves or in the knowledge 
generally available to one of ordinary skill in the art, to modify the reference or to combine 
teachings. See In re Jones, 958 R2d 347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Cir. 1992); In re Fine, 837 F.2d 
1071 , 5 USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 1 988). Second, there must be a reasonable expectation of 
success. See In re Merck & Co., Inc., 800 F.2d 1091, 231 USPQ 375 (Fed. Cir. 1986). Third, the 
prior art reference or combined references must teach or suggest all the claim limitations. See In 
re Royka, 490 F. 2d 981, 180 USPQ 580 (CCPA 1974), 

Bertram and Pinder, as combined by the Examiner, do not teach or suggest the video 
processor of the apparatus recited in claim 1 and the determining, estimating and using steps of 
the method recited claim 8. 

The Examiner contends that Bertram teaches the subject matter of claims 1 and 8, except 
for "determining from said original data packets N data frequencies associated with N most 
recently received ones of said plurality of original data packets, wherein said video processor 
estimates from said N data frequencies an estimated data frequency of a plurality of next 
incoming original data packets and uses said estimated data frequency to determine an insertion 
rate at which said new data packets may be inserted into said plurality of next incoming original 
data packets." The Examiner further contends that this missing quoted subject matter of claims 1 
and 8, is taught by Pinder in column 9, lines 1 1-18 and column 10, lines 5-17, which states: 

6 
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The present invention provides adaptive rate control of data 
insertion into an outgoing bit stream. The system can accept an 
arbitrary MPEG bit stream and determine the properties of that 
incoming bit stream. The system then determines the available 
capacity for insertion of data into the MPEG bit stream and adjusts 
its operation based on the results. The insertion of data is done at a 
variable rate based on the available capacity, which varies in time. 

Depending on the amount of content that is included in the 
outgoing bit stream, it will not always be possible to insert the 
outgoing MPEG tables at the desired insertion rate. Outgoing 
MPEG table packets can have a desired insertion rate higher that 
exceeds the available capacity. Packet handler 500 determines the 
available capacity for insertion of the bit stream and adjusts the 
rate of insertion from the desired to an actual insertion rate. The 
adjustment can be done based on parameters such as the type of 
MPEG table to be inserted or the desired frequency of insertion, 
Packet handler 500 constantly monitors the available capacity for 
insertion of the bit stream and adjusts the actual insertion rates 
accordingly. 

As can be seen, Pinder does not teach or suggest determining from ori ginal data packets 
N data frequencies associated with N most recently received original data packets, as required by 
claims 1 and 8. Further, Pinder does not teach or suggest estimating from the N data frequencies 
an estimated data frequency of the next incoming original data packets, as also required by 
claims 1 and 8. Still further Pinder does not teach or suggest using the estimated data frequency 
to determine an insertion rate at which the new data packets may be inserted into the next 
incoming original data packets, as also required by claims 1 and 8. 

Accordingly, Pinder fails to cure the acknowledged deficiencies of Bertram, Hence, the 
Examiner has failed to establish a prima facie case of obviousness of the apparatus of claim 1 
and the method of claim 8. 

Claims 2-6 and claims 9-13 depend from respective claims 1 and 8 and, therefore, include 
the limitations of claims 1 and 8, which are not taught or suggested by Bertram and Pinder. 
Consequently, the Examiner has failed to establish a prima facie case of obviousness of the 
apparatus of claims 2-6 and the method of claims 9-13, for at least the same reasons as argued 
for the patentability of claims 1 and 8. 

7 
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In view of the foregoing, it is respectfully submitted that claims 1-6 and 8-13 are 
patentable under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) over Bertram and Pinder. 

II. REJECTION (YF C LAIM 7 UNDER 35 U.S.C. 103f«) 

The second ground of rejection presented for review is whether claim 7 is unpatentable 

under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) over Bertram and Pinder and further in view of Firoiu. 

Claim 7 depends indirectly from claim 1 and, therefore, calls for, inter alia, 

a video processor capable of retrieving said stored original data 
packets from said input buffer and determining from said original 
data packets N data frequencies associated with N most recently 
received ones of said plurality of original data packets, wherein 
said video processor estimates from said N data frequencies an 
estimated data frequency of a plurality of next incoming original 
data packets and uses said estimated data frequency to determine 
an insertion rate at which said new data packets may be inserted 
into said plurality of next incoming original data packets. 

The above arguments regarding the failure of Bertram and Pinder to teach or suggest the 
above recited video processor are incorporated herein by reference. 

Firoiu fails to cure the deficiencies of Bertram and Pinder, as Firoiu does not teach or 
suggest a video processor that determines from original data packets N data frequencies 
associated with N most recently received original data packets; estimates from the N data 
frequencies an estimated data frequency of the next incoming original data packets; and uses the 
estimated data frequency to determine an insertion rate at which the new data packets may be 
inserted into the next incoming original data packets, as required by claim 7. Thus, Bertram and 
Pinder and further in view of Firoiu fail to arrive at the apparatus of claim 7. 

Accordingly, the Examiner has failed to establish a prima facie case of obviousness of 
the apparatus of claim 7. 

In view of the foregoing, it is respectfully submitted that claim 7 is patentable under 35 
U.S.C. §103(a) over Bertram and Pinder and further in view of Firoiu. 



8 
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ML REJECTION OF CLAIM 14 UNDER 35 U S.fT. IMfrl 

The third ground of rejection presented for review is whether claim 14 is unpatentable 

under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) over Bertram and Pinder and further in view of Firoiu. 

Claim 14 depends indirectly from claim 8 and, therefore, calls for, inter alia, 

determining from the original data packets N data frequencies 
associated with N most recently received ones of the plurality of 
original data packets; 

estimating from the N data frequencies an estimated data 
frequency of a plurality of next incoming original data packets; and 

using the estimated data frequency to determine an insertion rate at 
which the new data packets may be inserted into the plurality of 
next incoming original data packets. 

Tlie above arguments regarding the failure of Bertram and Pinder to teach or suggest the 
above recited method steps are incorporated herein by reference. 

Firoiu fails to cure the deficiencies of Bertram and Pinder, as Firoiu does not teach or 
suggest a method that determines from original data packets N data frequencies associated with 
N most recently received original data packets; estimates from the N data frequencies an 
estimated data frequency of the next incoming original data packets; and uses the estimated data 
frequency to determine an insertion rate at which the new data packets may be inserted into the 
next incoming original data packets, as required by claim 14. Thus, Bertram and Pinder and 
further in view of Firoiu fail to arrive at the method of claim 14. 

Accordingly, the Examiner has failed to establish a prima facie case of obviousness of 
the method of claim 14. 

In view of the foregoing, it is respectfully submitted that claim 14 is patentable under 35 
U.S.C, §103(a) over Bertram and Pinder and further in view of Firoiu. 

IV- REJECTION OF CI AT MS 15-20 UNDER 35 LT.SC 103f a ) 
The fourth ground of rejection presented for review is whether claims 15-20 are 
unpatentable under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) over Bertram and Shimomura and in view of Pinder. 

Independent claim 15 recites a television broadcasting system and calls for, inter alia, 
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a video processor capable of retrieving said stored original data 
packets from said input buffer and determining from said original 
data packets N data frequencies associated with N most recently 
received ones of said plurality of original data packets, wherein 
said video processor estimates from said N data frequencies an 
estimated data frequency of a plurality of next incoming original 
data packets and uses said estimated data frequency to determine 
an insertion rate at which said new data packets maybe inserted 
into said plurality of next incoming original data packets. 



The Examiner contends that Bertram and Shimomura teach the subject matter of claim 
1 5, except for "determining from said original data packets N data frequencies associated with N 
most recently received ones of said plurality of original data packets, wherein said video 
processor estimates from said N data frequencies an estimated data frequency of a plurality of 
next incoming original data packets and uses said estimated data frequency to determine an 
insertion rate at which said new data packets may be inserted into said plurality of next incoming 
original data packets." The Examiner further contends that this missing quoted subject matter of 
claim 1 5, is taught by Pinder in column 9, lines 1 1-1 8 and column 10, lines 5-1 7, which states: 
The present invention provides adaptive rate control of data 
insertion into an outgoing bit stream. The system can accept an 
arbitrary MPEG bit stream and determine the properties of that 
incoming bit stream. The system then determines the available 
capacity for insertion of data into the MPEG bit stream and adjusts 
its operation based on the results. The insertion of data is done at a 
variable rate based on the available capacity, which varies in time. 



Depending on the amount of content that is included in the 
outgoing bit stream, it will not always be possible to insert the 
outgoing MPEG tables at the desired insertion rate. Outgoing 
MPEG table packets can have a desired insertion rate higher that 
exceeds the available capacity. Packet handler 500 determines the 
available capacity for insertion of the bit stream and adjusts the 
rate of insertion from the desired to an actual insertion rate. The 
adjustment can be done based on parameters such as the type of 
MPEG table to be inserted or the desired frequency of insertion. 
Packet handler 500 constantly monitors the available capacity for 
insertion of the bit stream and adjusts the actual insertion rates 
accordingly. ' 



10 
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As can be seen, Pinder does not teach or suggest determining from original data packets 
N data frequencies associated with N most recently received original data packets, as required by 
claim 15. Further, Pinder does not teach or suggest estimating from the N data frequencies an 
estimated data frequency of the next incoming original data packets, as also required by claim 
15. Still further Pinder does not teach or suggest using the estimated data frequency to determine 
an insertion rate at which the new data packets may be inserted into the next incoming original 
data packets, as also required by claim 15. 

Accordingly, Pinder fails to cure the acknowledged deficiencies of Bertram and 
Shimomura. Hence, the Examiner has failed to establish a prima facie case of obviousness of the 
television broadcasting system of claim 15. 

Claims 16-20 depend from claim 15 and, therefore, include the limitations of claim 15, 
which are not taught or suggested by Bertram and Shimomura and in view of Pinder. 
Consequently, the Examiner has failed to establish a prima facie case of obviousness of the 
television broadcasting system of claims 16-20, for at least the same reasons as argued for the 
patentability of claim 15. 

In view of the foregoing, it is respectfully submitted that claims 15-20 are patentable 
under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) over Bertram and Shimomura and in view of Pinder. 

V. REJECTION OF CLAIM 21 UNDER 35 U,S,C 103(a) 
The fifth ground of rejection presented for review is whether claim 21 is unpatentable 
under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) over Bertram and Shimomura in view of Pinder and further in view of 
Firoiu. 

Claim 21 depends indirectly from claim 15 and, therefore, calls for, inter alia, 

a video processor capable of retrieving said stored original data 
packets from said input buffer and determining from said original 
data packets N data frequencies associated with N most recently 
received ones of said plurality of original data packets, wherein 
said video processor estimates from said N data frequencies an 
estimated data frequency of a plurality of next incoming original 
data packets and uses said estimated data frequency to determine 
an insertion rate at which said new data packets may be inserted 
into said plurality of next incoming original data packets. 
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The above arguments regarding the failure of Bertram and Shimomura in view of Pinder 
to teach or suggest the above recited video processor are incorporated herein by reference. 

Firoiu fails to cure the deficiencies of Bertram and Shimomura in view of Pinder, as 
Firoiu does not teach or suggest a video processor that determines from original data packets N 
data frequencies associated with N most recently received original data packets; estimates from 
the N data frequencies an estimated data frequency of the next incoming original data packets; 
and uses the estimated data frequency to determine an insertion rate at which the new data 
packets may be inserted into the next incoming original data packets, as required by claim 21. 
Thus, Bertram and Shimomura in view of Pinder and further in view of Firoiu fail to arrive at the 
television broadcasting system of claim 21. 

Accordingly, the Examiner has failed to establish aprima facie case of obviousness of 
the television broadcasting system of claim 21. 

In view of the foregoing, it is respectfully submitted that claim 21 is patentable under 35 
U.S.C. § 103(a) over Bertram and Shimomura in view of Pinder and further in view of Firoiu. 



CONCLUSION 

It has been shown that the claimed invention distinguishes over the express and implied 
teachings of the prior art cited of record in the application. Hence, Appellant respectfully 
requests that the Board reverse the Examiner and direct that the application proceed to issue. 



lY.submitted, 




PAULA. SCHWARZ, Esq. 
April 3, 2006 Registration No. 37,577 

Paul A. Schwarz, Esq. 
Duane Morris LLP 
P.O. Box 5203 

Hamilton, New Jersey 08619-5203 
(609) 631-2446 - telephone 
(609)631-2401 - facsimile 

12 



PAGE 15/22 * RCVD AT 4/312006 9:15:22 PM [Eastern Daylight Time] * SVR:USPTO£FXRF-3/15 * DNIS:2738300 * CSID:6096312401 * DURATION (mm-ss):0(M8 



04/03/2006 21:20 FAX 8096312401 



DUANE MORRIS LLP 



H018/022 



CLAIMS APPENDIX 

1. (Original) For use in a broadcast facility, an apparatus for inserting new data packets 
into an incoming digital video transport stream containing a plurality of original data packets, 
said apparatus comprising; 

an input buffer capable of storing said original data packets of said incoming 
digital video transport stream; and 

a video processor capable of retrieving said stored original data packets from said 
input buffer and determining from said original data packets N data frequencies associated with 
N most recently received ones of said plurality of original data packets, wherein said video 
processor estimates from said N data frequencies an estimated data frequency of a plurality of 
next incoming original data packets and uses said estimated data frequency to determine an 
insertion rate at which said new data packets may be inserted into said plurality of next incoming 
original data packets. 

2. (Original) The apparatus as set forth in Claim 1 wherein said video processor is further 
capable of identifying in said stored original data packets replaceable data packets not associated 
with at least one elementary data stream comprising a program carried in said incoming digital 
video transport stream. 

3. (Original) The apparatus as set forth in Claim 2 wherein said video processor inserts 
said new data packets into said plurality of next mcorning original data packets by replacing at 
least one replaceable data packet in said plurality of next incoming original data packets. 

4. (Original) The apparatus as set forth in Claim 1 wherein said video processor is further 
capable of identifying in said original data packets null data packets. 

5. (Original) The apparatus as set forth in Claim 4 wherein said video processor inserts 
said new data packets into said plurality of next incoming original data packets by replacing at 
least one null data packet in said plurality of next incoming original data packets. 

13 
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6. (0riginal) The apparatus as set forth in Claim 1 wherein said video processor estimates 
said insertion rate as a function of a summation of the M most recently received original data 
packets. 

7. (Original) The apparatus as set forth in Claim 6 wherein each of said M most recently 
received original data packets in said summation is scaled by a weighting factor, a(k). 

8. (Previously Presented) A method for inserting new data packets into an incoming 
digital video transport stream containing a plurality of original data packets, the method 
comprising the steps of: 

storing the original data packets of the incoming digital video stream; 
retrieving the stored original data packets; 

determining from the original data packets N data frequencies associated with N 
most recently received ones of the plurality of original data packets; 

estimating from the N data frequencies an estimated data frequency of a plurality 
of next incoming original data packets; and 

using the estimated data frequency to determine an insertion rate at which the new data 
packets may be inserted into the plurality of next incoming original data packets. 

9.(Origmal) The method as set forth in Claim 8 further comprising the step of identifying 
in the stored original data packets replaceable data packets not associated with at least one 
elementary data stream comprising a program carried in the incoming digital video transport 



stream. 



10.(Original) The method as set forth in Claim 9 further comprising the step of inserting 
the new data packets into the plurality of next incoming original data packets by replacing at 
least one replaceabledata packet in the plurality of next incoming original data packets. 
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1 1. (Original) The method as set forth in Claim 8 further comprising the step of 
identifying in the original data packets null data packets. 

12. (Original) The method a$ set forth in Claim 1 1 further comprising the step of 
inserting the new data packets into the plurality of next incoming original data packets by 
replacing at least one null data packet in the plurality of next incoming original data packets. 

13. (Original) The method as set forth in Claim 8 wherein the step of using the estimated 
data frequency to determine the insertion rate comprises the sub-step of estimating the insertion 
rate as a function of a summation of the M most recently received original data packets. 

14. (Original) The method as set forth in Claim 13 further comprising the sub-step of 
scaling each of the M most recently received original data packets in the summation by a 
weighting factor, a(k). 

15. (Original) A television broadcasting system comprising: 

a plurality of network video sources, each of said plurality of network video 
sources capable of transmitting at least one digital video transport stream to another facility in 
said television broadcast system; and 

a plurality of broadcast facilities, each of said plurality of broadcast facilities 
comprising an apparatus for inserting new data packets into a received one of said at least one 
digital video transport stream containing a plurality of original data packets, said apparatus 
comprising: 

an input buffer capable of storing said original data packets of said 
received digital video transport stream; and 

a video processor capable of retrieving said stored original data packets from said input 
buffer and determining from said original data packets N data frequencies associated with N 
most recently received ones of said plurality of original data packets, wherein said video 
processor estimates from said N data frequencies an estimated data frequency of aplurality of 
next incoming original data packets and uses said estimated data frequency to determine an 
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insertion rate at which said new data packets may be inserted into said plurality of next incoming 
original data packets. 

16. (Qriginal) The television broadcasting system as set forth in Claim 15 wherein said 
video processor is further capable of identifying in said stored original data packets replaceable 
data packets not associated with at least one elementary data stream comprising a program 
carried in said received digital video transport stream. 

17. (Original) The television broadcasting system as set forth in Claim 16 wherein said 
video processor inserts said new data packets into said plurality of next incoming original data 
packets by replacing at least one replaceable data packet in said plurality of next incoming 
original data packets. 

18. (Original) The television broadcasting system as set forth in Claim 15 wherein said 
video processor is further capable of identifying in said original data packets null data packets. 

19. (Original) The television broadcasting system as set forth in Claim 1 8 wherein said 
video processor inserts said new data packets into said plurality of next incoming original data 
packets by replacing at least one null data packet in said plurality of next incoming original data 
packets. 

20. (Origin a l) The television broadcasting system as set forth in Claim 15 wherein said 
video processor estimates said insertion rate as a function of a summation of the M most recently 
received original data packets. 
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21,(Original) The television broadcasting system as set forth in Claim 20 wherein each 
of said M most recently received original data packets in said summation is scaled by a 
weighting factor, a(k). 



DM2\678M*1 
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EVIDENCE APPENDTY 

No evidence has been submitted pursuant to 37 C.F.R. 1,130, 1.131, or U32, 
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RELATED PROCEEDINGS APPENDIX 

There are no decisions rendered by a court or by the Board of Patent Appeals and 
Interferences to append hereto. 
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